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All Over the Map: Between Four and Nine out of Ten Children Live with Both Biological Parents 
The central goal of the World Family Map
Project is to develop a map of international family indicators that track four important domains of family strength: family structure, family culture, family process, and family economic well-being.
Specifically, the World Family Map © will track approximately 20 indicators of family strength such as those reported here in these four domainsfrom national marriage rates to family satisfaction levels to domestic violence to poverty-in countries around the globe.
In addition, the WFMP would also focus on two important, related aims. First, the project would determine how family strengths are related to important social, health, and educational outcomes-especially outcomes related to the well-being of children-in nations around the world. Second, the project seeks to explore how cultural, economic, and political forces influence the nature, quality, and stability of family life throughout the globe. This prototype report also explores how an important family indicator is related to a key dimension of child well-being. In this case, the WFMP report focuses on the association between family structure and secondary school-age children's enrollment in school in six countries:
Colombia, Egypt, India, Kenya, Nigeria, and Peru.
KEY FINDINGS
• The source of data for the family culture indicator on perception of marriage was the World Values Survey. The data source for the family process indicator on children's exposure to domestic violence was a UNICEF poll of children. The analysis of family structure and enrollment in school was conducted using the DHS for six countries, selected on the basis of regional representativeness and on having the necessary variables to conduct the analysis. Logistic regressions produced odds ratios for the likelihood of attending school among children of secondary school age, as defined by each country, for children with two, one, and no biological parent. The analyses controlled for background characteristics including educational level of the household head, household wealth, urbanicity, and child's gender and age.
Most of the data for all analyses were collected circa 2000, although some exceptions were unavoidable because data were unavailable. Map Project prototype. In the coming years, the WFMP hopes to find data on children's family structure in these five countries, and others. Second, in many societies, marriage has played a key role in providing a stable context for the bearing and rearing of children, and for the integration of fathers into the life of their children. 13 Thus, the health of marriage may have important implications for the welfare of children. Still, Figure 2 presents some surprises. In particular, popular support for marriage seems to be as high in Sweden (80 percent) as it is in India (80 percent). Given that Sweden is a highly developed and secular society, and that India is a developing and highly religious society, 16 it is surprising that adults register the same level of support for marriage in these two countries. One possible explanation for this finding is that marriage means something rather different to adults in these two Children who are exposed to physical violence in the home are also more likely to resort themselves to domestic violence once they become adults. Given the research to date, it is likely that witnessing or experiencing domestic violence in the home is associated with a range of social and emotional problems for children. This is particularly disturbing because Figure 3 indicates that between about one-tenth and one-third of children in varied regions the World Family Map Project studied for this indicator are being exposed to hitting, beating, and/or yelling in the home. NOTES: **Age of respondents: 9 to 17, except 9 to 18 in Latin America (Central America, Carribean, Andean, Southern Cone) **Sample sizes were modest (about 400 -500 in most countries), but were larger in some of the larger countries (e.g. 1900 in China; 1,000 in Indonesia; 800 in Russia) **Question wording: Varied across countries and included verbal as well as physical abuse, except while all regions include hitting or beating, shouting is not included in the data presented for East Asia and the Pacific. 
OVERVIEW:
There is wide consensus in the international community that universal education benefits children, their family members, and the society at large. Nevertheless, there is considerable variation in rates of enrollment in school for children across the developing world. Family structure may be one factor influencing the likelihood that secondary school-age children are enrolled in school. We present three hypotheses about how family structure may be related to school enrollment. One hypothesis is that two biological parents may be more likely to have the financial, social, and emotional resources required to get or keep their children in school. On the other hand, if mothers are significantly more likely to invest in their children than are fathers, children may benefit-in terms of schooling-from being raised in a household headed by a single mother. Alternatively, the meaning of being in a two-parent or one-parent household may vary substantially across developing nations, allowing no overall conclusions.
In an effort to determine whether and how family structure is linked to children's enrollment in secondary education in the developing world, this World Family Map Project Issue Focus explores the association between family structure and the enrollment of children aged 11-14 in six developing countries: Colombia, Egypt, India, Kenya, Nigeria, and Peru. After controlling for a number of sociodemographic factors, this report finds that only in Colombia are secondary school-age children living with two biological parents more likely to attend school, compared with children living only with one biological parent. In the other countries, children living with one biological parent are as likely to attend school as children living with two biological parents.
However, in five out of the six countries studied in this analysis, after controls, children living with their two biological parents are more likely to be enrolled in school than are children living in a home without either of their biological parents (i.e., orphans or children being fostered). Therefore, this issue focus suggests that children in the Latin American, African, Asian, and Middle Eastern countries studied for this report typically have an educational advantage when they live with both of their biological parents, compared with children who live with neither parent. 
Issue Focus
THE FAMILY'S ROLE IN CHILDREN'S SCHOOLING
In his seminal work on education, the late James Coleman detailed the ways, in general, that the economic, cultural, and social capital of the family plays a crucial role in shaping the arc of children's educational attainment in the United
States. 31 Coleman's insights, which have been supported by research in much of the developed world, suggest that the economic, cultural, and social capital of the family is important in the following ways for children's educational achievement:
• Economic capital allows parents to buy books, school uniforms, hire tutors, pay school fees or tuition, and move to neighborhoods/regions with good schools
• Parents' cultural (or human) capital-that is, their skills, knowledge, and educationcan be an important resource in guiding their children's education, in inspiring their children to make the most of their education, and in providing their children with the basic knowledge and cultural literacy they need to do well in school.
• A family's social capital-social networks constituted by family members that foster mutual aid, share information, and reinforce norms-can be crucial in monitoring, motivating, and encouraging children to become educated; moreover, family social capital can also allow children to access economic and cultural resources in their kinship networks. 32 Coleman also argued that the structure of the family influences the likelihood that a child will have access to the economic, cultural, and social capital that maximizes his or her odds of educational success. 33 In Coleman's words:
The physical absence of adults may be described as a structural deficiency in family social capital. The most prominent element of structural deficiency in modern families is the single-parent family. However, the nuclear family itself… can be seen as structurally deficient, lacking the social capital that comes with the presence of… grandparents or aunts and uncles in or near the household. 34 Coleman's basic point was this: Children may be most likely to succeed educationally when they have easy access to many family members who can invest in them, such as an extended family, and may be most likely to fail when they have access to only one or no parent, as is the case when children live in a single-parent family or in an orphanage.
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THE "TWO PARENTS ARE BETTER THAN ONE" HYPOTHESIS
The In particular, the literature on families in the developed world suggests four important advantages that two biological parents hold over a single-or lone-parent family:
• Two-parent families typically have access to more employment, income, savings, and kin-related economic resources than do single parent families.
• On average, two parents are able to devote more time, affection, and monitoring to their children than are single parents.
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• Two parents can monitor one another's parenting, as well as relieve one another when they find that parenting is becoming difficult or wearisome. Consequently, the overall quality of parenting tends to be higher in two-parent families, compared with single-parent families.
• Two parents are typically more successful in involving both sets of a child's kin-based networks in providing social and emotional support to a child, compared with singleparent families. 38 But is biology important? Do children in a step-family with one biological parent and one step-parent do as well as children in an intact, biological family? On average, in the developed world, children in step-families with one biological parent do not do as well in the educational arena as do children living in intact families with both of their two biological parents. 39 There are at least three reasons this is the case:
• Step-parents typically invest less time and money in their children than do biological parents, in part because the step-parent (and the child and biological parent as well) are less likely to see step-children as their own, and in part because they generally have not had an ongoing relationship with a child since birth.
• On average, children are less likely to respond favorably to step-parents, compared to biological parents.
Step- 
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•
Step-parents are significantly more likely to be abusive or neglectful towards their children, compared to biological parents.
This distinctive pattern of abuse/neglect is probably related to the fact that stepparents are less likely to have a longstanding relationship with their stepchildren, to have a clearly defined role in the family, and to have a strong identity as a parent of their step-children. 41 (Some research suggests that step-parents are more likely to be reported to authorities for incidents of abuse, as well.)
Less is known about whether the intact, biological two-parent family also confers advantages to children in the developing world.
But the literature suggests the following: :
• The biological two-parent family may be particularly important for children's educational success in societies where fathers are known to invest financially and practically in their children, and where the extended family is relatively less influential, such as Latin America and North America.
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• By contrast, the two-parent biological family may be less important in societies where mothers and/or extended family members take a leading role in a child's education, such as Asia and Sub-Saharan Africa. 43 In sum, if children in the developing world typically benefit from two biological parents in much the same way that children do in the developed world, the WFMP would predict that secondary school-age children in the developing world are more likely to be enrolled in school if they are living with both of their biological parents, compared to children living with one or neither of their biological parents.
THE "MOTHER KNOWS BEST" HYPOTHESIS
It is also possible that family structure does not affect children's educational enrollment in the developing world in the same way that it does in the developed world. One possibility in particular is that children reared in single-parent homes, usually by their mothers, actually do better than children reared in homes with both of their biological parents. This is because there is evidence to suggest that mothers are more likely to devote economic and social capital to their children than are fathers, and that single mothers are freer to focus on their children than are mothers in two-parent households.
For instance, a number of studies in Sub-Saha- 
THE PARENTS DON'T MATTER HYPOTHESIS
Another possibility is that the presence of biological parents does not matter for children's educational enrollment in the developing world.
Here, there are two different reasons why the presence of one or two biological parents may not be crucial for secondary school-age children's enrollment in school in the less-developed world.
The first reason that the presence of biological parents may not matter much is that the family environment itself may be less consequential for children's education in the developing world than otherfactors in the social environment.
• Specifically, some research indicates that school quality is a much more important factor in predicting children's educational performance in the developing world than is family background. For instance, after studying this topic, Stephen Heyneman and
William Loxley conclude that "school and teacher quality appear to be the predominant influence on student learning around the world; and the poorer the national setting in economic terms, the more powerful this school effect appears to be." 47 A second reason that the presence of biological parents may not necessarily matter is that the extended family is so strong that kin networksgrandparents, aunts, uncles, and so forth-buffer against the disadvantages associated with single parenthood, orphanhood, poverty, or poor schools near one's biological parents.
• Specifically, research indicates that in some developing countries the extended family is so strong that it offers a "safety net" that buffers against any potential ill effects of single parenthood, orphanhood, and poverty when it comes to children's education. 48 
THE FAMILY CONTEXTS OF CHILDREN IN THE DEVELOPING WORLD
THE PRESENCE OF PARENTS & SECONDARY SCHOOL-AGE CHILDREN'S SCHOOLING
Controlling for Background Differences.
These patterns change once we take account of (control for) the effects of five important sociodemographic factors-the education of the head of the household, the wealth of the household, region (urban or rural), the child's sex, and the child's age. As 
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Notes: *For Egypt, India, Kenya, Nigeria, and Peru, enrollment of youth living with one biological parent was not statistically different from that of youth living with both parents; therefore, it is not shown. *For Nigeria, enrollment of youth living with neither biological parent was not statistically different from that of youth living with both parents; therefore, it is not shown. America. 52 In the future, the WFMP intends to conduct additional analyses that would include extended family members living in the household to see whether the extended family provides a "safety net" that buffers against any challenges associated with living with only one biological parent (in most cases, a single mother). The project will also seek to determine if levels of paternal engagement in children's education vary by country or region.
On the other hand, this study does find that family structure matters in one important respect in five out of the six countries studied. Specifically, secondary school-age children living in a home without their biological parents-either due to orphanhood or fosterage-are significantly less likely to be enrolled in school than their peers who are living with both biological parents.
This analysis has several important limitations. First, because of the cross-sectional nature of our research design, the WFMP is not able to make causal claims about the links between family structure and education found in this study. Also, there is tremendous variation in the circumstances of children, families and schools across countries that are not captured by these data and which need to be explored in order to more fully understand these patterns in the data. Third, the com- 
